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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is response to Applicants' AMENDMENT filed on 05/1 5/2006. 

2. Claims 1-52 have been cancelled. 

3. Claims 53-96 have been added. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

5. Claims 53 and 91 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because they are lacking of 
tangible result and useful result. These claims are using computer to implement the 
abstract concepts or abstract idea factors such as ranking factors and the result is 
abstract result. It is not real world result or non-tangible result. Thus, it is a non-practical 
application. 

Claim Objections 

6. Claims 53 and 91 are objected to because of the following informalities: In the 
line 4, please remove the "and" after the "selected page". In line 14 of claim 91 , "factor 
for that page; and" should replace with 'factor for that page, and". 

Appropriate corrections are required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

8. A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

10. Claims 53-96 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Patent No.: US 6,1 12,203 issued to Bharat et at (hereinafter BharatO in view of Patent 
No.: US 6,285,999 B1 issued to Page. 

With respect to claim 53, Bharat teaches a computer-implemented method of 
ranking the relevancy of pages in a collection of pages including linking hypertext pages 
(a set of documents or web pages to be ranked and scoring each page based on the 
hub and authority for that page via the result set from using the user query including 
words or keywords in the search query: col. 4, lines 4-22; also see col. 1, lines 5-25, col. 
2, lines 6-16), comprising: 
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determining an intrinsic ranking factor for a selected page for use of at least one 
selected word on the selected page (hub rank as intrinsic ranking factor: ranking 
/scoring hub page by using the content of the page containing the selected words or 
keywords for calculating the rank value for each hub page: col. 7, lines 41-51 and col. 4, 
lines 4-22); and 

determining an extrinsic ranking factor for the selected page, for each linking 
page in the collection of pages containing an outbound link to the selected page, for use 
of the at least one selected word on the linking page (the hug page is a page that point 
to many other pages, authority pages, which is containing an outbound link to the 
selected page, hub page: col. 4, lines 4-22, col. 7, lines 41-51 and co. 2, lines 6-16). 

Bharat teaches using a search engine to retrieve a collection of web pages of 
interest to the user sending a search query containing words or keywords. The result 
set is used for ranking process. The ranking factor includes hub and authority. Bharat 
does not clearly teach intrinsic, extrinsic factor and combine the intrinsic and extrinsic 
ranking factors related thereto. 

However, Page teaches determining relevance from the intrinsic, and extrinsic 
factors based on the content documents and relationship between of documents and 
the combination of the racking factors (col. 2, lines 51-60 and col. 8, lines 42-48). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Bharat with the teachings 
of Page. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it motivated to utilize the 
use of combining the ranking factors as disclosed (Page's col. 8, lines 42-48), into the 
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system of Bharat for the purpose of being useful for estimating the amount of attention 
any receives on the web, thereby, being easy for viewing the document based on the 
link pointing to the document (Page's col. 7, lines 55-64). 

With respect to claim 54, Bharat teaches adjusting the intrinsic ranking factor for 
a page weighting factor related to the selected page (col. 7, lines 40-68 and col. 8, lines 
1-8; also col. 6, lines 22-32 and col. 2, lines 6-16). 

With respect to claim 55, Bharat teaches adjust the extrinsic ranking factor, for 
each linking page, for a page weighting factor related to linking page (col. 6, lines 22-32 
and col. 7, lines 40-67 and col. 8, lines 1-8). 

With respect to claim 56, Bharat teaches adjusting the extrinsic ranking factor, for 
each linking page, for a link weighting factor related to a quantity of outbound links on 
that linking page to other pages in the collection of pages (col. 7, lines 40-67 and col. 8, 
lines 1-8). 

With respect to claim 57, Bharat teaches adjusting the extrinsic ranking factor, for 
each lining page, for a page weighting factor related to that linking page (col. 6, lines 22- 
32 and col. 7, lines 40-67 and col. 8, lines 1-8). 

With respect to claim 58, Bharat teaches adjusting the extrinsic ranking factor, for 
each linking page, in accordance with a link weighting factor related to a quality of 
outbound links on that linking page to other pages in the collection of pages (col. 7, lines 
40-68 and col. 8, lines 1-8; also col. 6, lines 22-32 and col. 2, lines 6-16). 

With respect to claim 59, Bharat teaches adjusting the extrinsic ranking factor, for 
each linking page, in accordance with a link weighting factor related to a quantity of 
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outbound links on that linking page to other pages in the collection of pages (col. 7, lines 
40-68 and col. 8, lines 1-8; also col. 6, lines 22-32 and col. 2, lines 6-16). 

With respect to claim 60, Bharat teaches determining use of the at least one 
selected word in the outbound link to the selected page on each linking page (col. 4, 
lines 61-67 and col. 5, lines 1-12). 

With respect to claim 61 , Bharat teaches determining use of the at least one 
selected word in the vicinity of the outbound link (col. 4, lines 61-67 and col. 5, lines 1- 
12; also, see col. 1, lines 65-67 and col. 2, lines 1-16). 

With respect to claim 62, Bharat teaches wherein the at least one selected word 
is related to a query (col. 4, lines 8-22). 

With respect to claim 63, Bharat teaches ranking each of a plurality of selected 
pages for each of a plurality of selected words; forming one or more databases 
including data related to the rankings of each of the selected pages on which each of 
the selected words is used; and responding to a query with a result set of pages, each 
page in the result set ranked in accordance with the rankings of that page for one or 
more of the plurality of selected words related to the query (col. 4, lines 4-30). 

With respect to claim 64, Bharat teaches indexing at least one of said one or 
more databases in accordance with the plurality of selected words (col. 4, lines 4-22). 

With respect to claim 65, Bharat teaches determining the content of each 
selected page, extracting outbound link from each selected page and deriving the page 
weighting factor for each selected page (col. 6, lines 50-67 and col. 7, lines 1-38; also 
see col. 7, lines 60-67 and col. 8, lines 1-8). 
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With respect to claim 66, Bharat teaches a computer-implemented method of 
ranking the relevancy of pages as discussed in claim 53. 

Bharat teaches using a search engine to retrieve a collection of web pages of 
interest to the user sending a search query containing words or keywords. The result 
set is used for ranking process. The ranking factor includes hub and authority. Bharat 
does not clearly teach using a reservoir of bi-directional links to and from each of the 
selected pages in order to be able to determine the page weighting factor related for 
each selected page in accordance with a probability of a user viewing that selected 
page as a result of viewing pages in a random fashion in the collection. 

However, Page teaches probability factor and viewing the document (col. 5, lines 
8-67 and col. 6, lines 1-60 and col. 3, lines 8-30, col. 7, lines 55-64). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Bharat with the teachings 
of Page. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it motivated to utilize the 
use of combining the ranking factors as disclosed (Page's col. 8, lines 42-48), into the 
system of Bharat for the purpose of being useful for estimating the amount of attention 
any receives on the web, thereby, being easy for viewing the document based on the 
link pointing to the document (Page's col. 7, lines 55-64). 

With respect to claim 67, Bharat teaches determining a frequency of the use of 
the at least one selected word on the selected page (col. 7, lines 10-40). 

With respect to claim 68, Bharat teaches determining a location of the at least 
one selected word on the selected page (col. 3, lines 65-67 and col. 4, lines 1-3). 
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With respect to claim 69, Bharat teaches determining use of the at least one 
selected word on the selected page, compared to use of other words on the selected 
page (abstract and col. 5, lines 30-67). 

With respect to claim 70, Bharat teaches determining location of the at least one 
selected word on the selected page (col. 3, lines 65-67 and col. 4, lines 1-3). 

With respect to claim 71 , Bharat teaches determining a manner of usage of the at 
least one selected word on the selected page compared to other words on the selected 
page (abstract and col. 5, lines 30-67). 

With respect to claim 72, Bharat teaches determining a manner of usage the at 
least one selected word on the selected page compared to other words on the selected 
page (abstract and col. 5, lines 30-67). 

With respect to claim 73, Bharat teaches determining a size of a paragraph in 
which the at least one selected word is used in the linking page (col. 7, lines 10-40). 

With respect to claim 74, Bharat teaches determining an intrinsic ranking factor 
for a selected page for use of a plurality of selected words on the selected page; and 
adjust the intrinsic ranking factor for a proximity between at least two of the plurality of 
selected words on the selected page (col. 4, lines 4-43). 

With respect to claim 75, Bharat teaches adjusting the intrinsic ranking factor for 
a word order between at least two of the plurality of selected words on the selected 
page (col. 4, lines 8-22 and col. 5, lines 38-45). 

With respect to claim 76, Bharat teaches determining an intrinsic ranking factor 
for a selected page for use of a plurality of selected words on the selected page and 
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adjusting the intrinsic ranking factor for a word order between at least two of the plurality 
of selected words on the selected page (col. 4, lines 8-22 and col. 7, lines 60-67 and 
col. 8, lines 1-8). 

With respect to claim 77, Bharat teaches determining an extrinsic ranking factor 
for a selected page for use of a plurality of selected word in the vicinity of the outbound 
link to the selected page on each linking page (col. 4, lines 8-22 and col. 7, lines 40-65). 

With respect to claim 78, Bharat teaches determining an extrinsic ranking factor 
for a selected page for use of a plurality of selected words on the selected page and 
adjusting the extrinsic ranking factor for a proximity between at least two of the plurality 
of selected words on the linking page (col. 4, lines 4-43). 

With respect to claim 79, Bharat teaches adjusting the extrinsic ranking factor for 
a word order between at least two of the plurality of selected words on the linking page 
(col. 4, lines 8-22 and col. 5, lines 38-45). ' 

With respect to claim 80, Bharat teaches determining an extrinsic ranking factor 
for a selected page for use of a plurality of selected words on the linking page and 
adjusting the extrinsic ranking factor for a word order between at least two of the 
plurality of selected words on the linking page (col. 4, lines 8-22 and col. 7, lines 40-65). 

With respect to claim 81 , Bharat teaches determining an extrinsic ranking factor 
for a selected page for use of a plurality of selected word in the vicinity of the outbound 
link to the selected page on each linking page (col. 4, lines 8-22 and col. 7, lines 40-65). 

With respect to claim 82, Bharat teaches ranking the relevancy of the selected 
page for a plurality of selected words and adjusting the ranking in accordance with 
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proximity between at least two of the plurality of selected words (col. 4, lines 4-42 and 
col. 7, lines 40-65). 

With respect to claim 83, Bharat teaches adjusting the ranking in accordance 
with proximity between at least two of the plurality of selected words (abstract and col. 
5, lines 30-56). 

With respect to claim 84, Bharat teaches ranking the relevancy of the selected 
page for a plurality of selected words and adjusting the ranking in accordance with 
proximity between at least two of the plurality of selected words (col. 4, lines 4-42 and 
col. 7, lines 40-65). 

With respect to claim 85, Bharat teaches determining a frequency of the use of a 
plurality of selected words on the selected page and adjusting the intrinsic ranking factor 
in accordance with proximity between at least two of the plurality of selected words (col. 
4, lines 4-42 and col. 7, lines 40-65). 

With respect to claim 86, Bharat teaches determining a frequency of the use of a 
plurality of selected words on the selected page and adjusting the intrinsic ranking factor 
in accordance with proximity between at least two of the plurality of selected words (col. 
4, lines 4-42 and col. 7, lines 40-65). 

With respect to claim 87, Bharat teaches determining a frequency of the use of a 
plurality of selected words on the selected page and adjusting the intrinsic ranking factor 
in accordance with proximity between at least two of the plurality of selected words (col. 
4, lines 4-42 and col. 7, lines 40-65). 
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With respect to claim 88, Bharat teaches determining a location of the use of a 
plurality of selected words on the selected page (col. 5, lines 30-56). 

With respect to claim 89, Bharat teaches determining the use of a plurality of 
selected words on the selected page, compared to use of other word on the selected 
page and adjusting the intrinsic ranking factor in accordance with proximity between at 
least two of the plurality of selected words (col. 4, lines 4-42 and col. 7, lines 40-65). 

With respect to claim 90, Bharat teaches determining the use of a plurality of 
selected words on the selected page, compared to use of other word on the selected 
page and adjusting the intrinsic ranking factor in accordance with proximity between at 
least two of the plurality of selected words (col. 4, lines 4-42 and col. 7, lines 40-65). 

With respect to claim 91 , Bharat teaches a computer implemented method of 
ranking the relevancy of pages in a collection of pages including hypertext linking pages 
(a set of documents or web pages to be ranked and scoring each page based on the 
hub and authority for that page via the result set from using the user query including 
words or keywords in the search query: col. 4, lines 4-22; also see col. 1 , lines 5-25, col. 
2, lines 6-16), comprising: 

for each page of a collection of pages including hypertext linking pages, 
determining a page weighting factor; a content score for the use of each one of a 
plurality of selected words on said each page, and for each of the plurality of selected 
words, related to the use of one or more of the plurality of selected words in association 
with an outbound link on said each page to another page in the collection; and each 
page to another page in the collection and for each of the plurality of selected words; 
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ranking a relevancy of each page in accordance with the content score for that page 
adjusted in accordance with the page weighting factor for that page; and each linking 
page having an outbound link to that page adjusted in accordance with a page 
weighting factor for that linking page (col. 2, lines 6-36 and col. 4, lines 4-45 and lines 
61-67 and col. 5, lines 1-12 and col. 5, lines 30-60; also see col. 7, lines 10-50). 

Bharat teaches using a search engine to retrieve a collection of web pages of 
interest to the user sending a search query containing words or keywords. The result 
set is used for ranking process. The ranking factor includes hub and authority. Bharat 
does not clearly teach a probability of a user viewing said each page as a result of 
viewing page, an anchor text content score for each linking page 

However, Page teaches probability factor and viewing the document (col. 5, lines 
8-67 and col. 6, lines 1-60 and col. 3, lines 8-30, col. 7, lines 55-64) and anchor text 
(abstract, col. 2, lines 5-9, col. 3, lines 21-27 and col. 8, lines 57-63). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Bharat with the teachings 
of Page. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it motivated to utilize the 
use of combining the ranking factors as disclosed (Page's col. 8, lines 42-48), into the 
system of Bharat for the purpose of being useful for estimating the amount of attention 
any receives on the web, thereby, being easy for viewing the document based on the 
link pointing to the document (Page's col. 7, lines 55-64). 

With respect to claim 92, Bharat teaches a computer-implemented method of 
ranking the relevancy of pages as discussed in claim 91 . 
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Bharat teaches using a search engine to retrieve a collection of web pages of 
interest to the user sending a search query containing words or keywords. The result 
set is used for ranking process. The ranking factor includes hub and authority. Bharat 
does not clearly teach anchor text score for each linking page. 

However, Page teaches anchor text (abstract, col. 2, lines 5-9, col. 3, lines 21-27 
and col. 8, lines 57-63). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Bharat with the teachings 
of Page. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it motivated to utilize the 
use of combining the ranking factors as disclosed (Page's col. 8, lines 42-48), into the 
system of Bharat for the purpose of being useful for estimating the amount of attention 
any receives on the web, thereby, being easy for viewing the document based on the 
link pointing to the document (Page's col. 7, lines 55-64). 

With respect to claim 93, Bharat teaches forming one or more databases of the 
relevance rankings for the use of each of the plurality of selected words on each of the 
pages of the collection and searching the one or more databases to respond to a query 
with a result set of pages ranked for use of one or more the selected words (col. 4, lines 
8-30). 

With respect to claim 94, Bharat teaches forming one or more databases of the 
relevance rankings for the use of each of the plurality of selected words on each of the 
pages of the collection and searching the one or more databases to respond to a query 
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with a result set of pages ranked for use of one or more the selected words (abstract, 
col. 2, lines 6-36). 

With respect to claim 95, Bharat teaches adjusting the ranking in accordance 
with a proximity between the at least two of the plurality of words (col. 4, lines 4-43). 

With respect to claim 96, Bharat teaches adjusting the ranking in accordance 
with a proximity between the at least two of the plurality of words (col. 4, lines 4-43). 

Conclusion 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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